The high structuring of phonology, the obvious classes of sounds, and the classes of their classes, have made phonological typologies a not too rare proposal. And even where typologies were not claimed as such, they were often implicit in the statements made.
Rm = coverage of the system as such (:R/T) C = complexity of a phoneme, i.e. how many features it is a bundle of C m -average complexity of the system (-EC/P) E = efficiency of a system; E-P/T
2.1
Avram also includes maxima and minima for Dm, Rm, Cm.
His typology was a good first step for studying systems via their feature distribution. It is obvious after inspection of the indices, that the two systems are not distinguls~ed. Such aloss of information is characteristic of averaging.
Postovalova's valence and probability indices
More complicated yet much more adequate measures of distinctive feature distributions were proposed by the Soviet linguist Postovalova.
Although they were first used for the study of Just one systems typological applications were also suggested by the author.
Postovalova's paper in Problemy Lingulsti~eskogo Analiza examines the subject of feature distribution in a phonological system. Interesting results were obtained by aPPlying the above method to the 4 study of several Balkan idioms.
But before discussing the results some of the basic problems encountered will be mentioned:
The systems were compared against a maximal matrix which included all the features occurring in the population of the systems analyzed. 5
Any of the actual systems include a subset of this maximal set of features.
In the final correlation each system was considered as having O's throughout for the features which it did not utilize.
But 0Ws were also indicative of impertinence of a feature for a given phoneme when the feature was distinctive for other phonemes in the system. Thus two kinds of concepts were collapsed as they both were represented by 0. However, this has probably been rectified by the fact that features not used in a system have a 0 throughout, Another actual handicap is the non-availability of distinctive feature descriptions for the vast majority of the systems compared.
And even when available, they were often tinted by both the author's views and his preferences (e.g. Petrovici on Rumanian) or were out of different periods of theoretical development of distinctive features.
4.3
in such cases, I took the liberty of normalizing the data by modifying the existing analyses (:the same method was followed throughout e.g.
constructing branching-trees).
In some other instances more than one solution were possible and for lack of data I kept the alternatives. 
4.5
Higher order conditional probabilities can also be introduced, e.g 
A Valence
Vab(c)
PaD(c)
(n-l) can then be defined.
And so on until we have the PI . . . (n-2) (n-l) and the resulting
Valence.
The results presented here are based on Postovalova's original formula.
, , , , This group seems to include only dialects with the feature of tenseness.
Except for the Albanian dialect, all group members are dialects located 3)
4)

5)
Notes (cont.)
It seems that no two "mirror" systems could be distinguished by this typology. A theoretical shortcoming in spite of the fact that not terribly many such cases exist.
Much of the data analysis used for the present paper was done at the Johns Hopkins University, as part of my doctoral research which culminated in a thesis (May 1968).
The idea of a maximal system thus defined can also be found 
